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Truth Criterion and Themy Research 

The Theory of Sdnitifle Socialisai Should Be 
Developed i» Fmetice 

Fi«U rd like to talk about the issue of truth criterion. 
Brining up this issue at the present is of not only domestic 
but alto imenutional significance. Marxism has been 
tested in practice for over a century since it was inirt>- 
diK^ How do we look at it now? In the beginning of the 
20th Century, the October revolution min a great victory. 
In the middle of the 20th Century, the Chinese revolution 
alto um a great vicfory. These great evcnii brilliantly 
|m>ved the correclMss of Marxism and exerted a far- 
reaching influence in the world. In the I950's. the reputa- 
tion of the imperialist camp was notorious while the 
influMcc of the sodalisi camp was growing among the 
pco^of the world who placed hope in the Soviet Union 
and China. However, in the past 20 years or so, things have 
chang^. First, the Soviet Union had problems. Immedi- 
ately afler that, the tocialisl camp split. There followed 10 
of turmoil in China. Contrary to what happened on 
UHS side, capitalism had over 20 years of a "golden age." 
What doa this explain? I think perhaps during these years 
Marxist theory has failed to develop along with the dcvcl- 
opinent of practice; therefore, it is probably already behind 
the intcfnational reality. 

Marxist theory has three parts, and the most detailed one 
IS p^itical economy. “Das Kapital" was in line with the 
time. Later in the imperially period, things 
w^ differenL In the early ^h Century. Lenin wrote 
Impmalism. the Highest Stage of Capitalism" and 
titoreby solved the pn^Icms id* that period. Now half a 
mtury has passed since then, the situatiem has changed 
waslically. and many new situaifons and phenomena 
have appeared in capitalist developmcm. Ilosvevcr. 
aiMy of our ccMnrades still try to understand capitalism 
only by reding books. Of course, we need to read Marx’s 
l«s KapitaT* and Lenin’s "Imperialism, the lligltesi 
Stage of Capitafism." but what these biHiks dcpicicti 
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were situations in the last century' or the early part of this 
century’ am] many changes have occurred since then. 
Although essential and basic contradictions remain the 
lame, many situations have indeed changed. Due to 
: ^.^ipiany yean of istdation (resulting first Irom an imperi- 
^idisi blockade and then from our own i1oscd*door pol- 
' not undcfsiand the outside world. Due to the 

' >^I#K)lalkNi and lack of study, we knew very little ^xwil the 
: ^iituatkmsofca^ countries. Even if we knew a Knie. 

weft loo afraid to talk about H. Now that our door is 
C^iipen. Oft fiiid that things ate diffeient from books. 
^tudtMhave raised many questions, and the thcocelkal 
^^osek dteo feeU the need m think aboin 
t#ow Mcd a book— WH one bo<* but many books— <iiat 
’;"^liialyaes. from aS angles, phenomena which have 
igppimfed in capitalist countries during the past few 
•4endes since the introduction of **impcrialtsm, the 
Tlt^t Suge of Capitalism- and gives Marxist answen 
to new questions and on new situations. Of course, we ^ 
not have another Lenin; nor did Chairman Mao write 
such a book. Then what shall we do? I think, instead of 
waiting for tome talent to show up, we should rely on 
coliccttve po%vcr — the collective power of theoretical 
workers— to explore and study and gain new knowledge 
from years of research and discussion, urhich is also 
developing Marxist political economy. 



Lenin said imperialism was moribund capitalism. He 
even then predicted that the capiulitt system wu dying. 
Of counc. several dacades could also be considered a 
dying period in history, it takes not just one or two 
decades for a system to die; it could take several decades 
or even a century. This is understandable. But the 
question is since Lenin's book -Imperialism, the Highest 
Suge of Capitalism.- especially since World War II. the 
capitalist economy, in general, has had many crisn as 
well as rapid developments, resulting in hi^er ‘living 
sundards for workers and a so-called -golden age." How 
come a dying system has a -golden agcT' In addition, 
some new capitalist countries have emerged in some 
areas and they are developing very rapidly. For instance, 
Singapore and South Korea arc making rapid economic 
progress. This explains that Chairman Mao's thesis in 
The Theory of New Democracy- that there could not 
be another Kemal is proved incorrect in practice. Then, 
is it justified to describe the present capitalist world with 
such adjectives as rapidly declining and moribound? 
There are two climates and based on them we can 
dcx’elop two kinds of foreign strategic principles. If wc 
think the capiulist system is dying, wc should hurry up 
ami get prepared for the world rev^ution. Didn't we use 
to say during the "cultural revidutton" that **now is the 
lime for imperialism to head to a (x>mplctc collapse and 
(of socialism to head to a world-wide victory?^ Un Biao 
also thought that way. He believed that cities were 
surround!^ by rural areas all over the world and he 
wanted to overthrow U.S. impcrialiM Soviet revismn- 
km. and everything else. He was an i. .. erne "LcBisL" 
AnolhcT estimate is that in spite of crises, capitalism stiB 
has some life in it. I have been abroad only a few times. 
Last year 1 went to the United Slates and saw there were 



indeed many contradictions including economic prob- 
lems. inflafion. and an energy crisis, which gave them 
great hemiaches. but they are far from dying or rapidlv 
dedintng. When a s>’stem is dying, it should be lairU 
easy to detect. Ev«i if ymi arc there only for 20 days or 
a month, you should be able to find traces of decline in 
aocia! omditions and the psychotogical ccmdilions of the 
i^cople. Uke Comrade Ba Jin said in his novel -Home:" 

I am denouncing a dying system; that system is indeed 
:jdying for feudal things are withering one a Aer another. 
Judged from the current situation, the force of life is still 
in the fiamwork of capitalist production rtla- 
tioas. Therefore. I wonder if the life of captulism is 
longer than what Lenin predictrd or if it was probably 
loo early for Lenin to say that c^iulism was at a dying 
Ittge. We should be able to study these qmtions. At that 
giflie, H was impossible for Lenin to make accurate 
predictions on ceruin things. 1 think Lenin prt^biy 
could not inuginc or predict the rapid developments in 
the science, technology, and productive forces of today’s 
capitalist world. Take polarization for instance. Marx 
said in "Das Kapita!" that as capitalism develops, there 
will be an increasingly lar^ number of poor proletarians 
on the one side and millionaires on the other. In other 
words, the entire society will be polarized into the shape 
of a gourd— big on one end. small on the other, and very 
skinny in the middle— and the middle class and petty 
bourgeoisie will be drawn to both ends. What is the 
current situation of capiulist society? There arc large 
numbers of middle<lass people. Under this circum- 
sUnce, we should forget about books, proceed strictly 
from reality, and test theory with practice. If a theory 
contradicts reality, we should revise it. Wc should never 
distort facts to accommodate theories by saying that the 
peoples of capiulist countries are impoverished, that 
they will rebel any minute, that they are just sitting on a 
powder magazine that will explode any time, and that 
' they will be doomed as soon as it explodes. Because, it 
would be unrealistic. American workers strike, too, but 
they arc not opposing the capiulist system. They want 
higher wages. Wc visited the Unit^ Auto Workers 
union in Detroit. A union official told us that they were 
willing to cooperate with capitalists, but capitalists 
refused to cooperaic, so they had to fight. He iKlievcd 
that everything could be solved through legal struggle 
and he had no intention of overthrowing the capitalist 
system. Wc 'annot just say ytm American workers have 
such a low level of class consciousness, you are cor- 
rupted. and etc. 1 think wc shtnild do more than make 
critical remarks on this issue, for it reflects the objective 
existence of a, situation; whereas the task of Marxism is 
to realize facts as they arc in an ohjet*iivc manner ami 
to answer such questions through Marxist analysts. We 
should not be afraid of such things. Now that our foreign 
fclations have been established and more and more 
people have come in and out of our country, our youth 
bcgiii to have problems, thinking that capitalism is 
superior. In the past these young people did not iinder- 
siand and thought capitalism was a complete mess. Now 
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they understand a little about the surface of capitalism, 
but not enough, so they think that capitalism is superior 
and that our socialism, in comparison, has failed. 

c ^ socialism exactly? It was impossible lo have a 

-^.^^miqilete theory of soctatism durii^ Marx* time because 
;^|Aanonl|y laid a Ibundatton forscfentific socialism. It is 
■■ f' ^Jia po ii ib ic tosay that the theory of scientific socialism b 
^ c om p le te because socialism has not been carried out 
4^ ^^How can there be a complete theory on socialism with* 
Ti ^>oui tile practice? We have tested and developed the 
^theorylhfough Soviet and Chinese practice of socialism 
{jie ptst several decades. Even to^y, numy questions 
'%tve yiuobe resolved, many td^ective laws are waiting 
% ^ i^'ia be studied and eapcrieim reviewed. As the central 
; joyemment pointed out. we should build a socialism to 
suit China*s national conditions and devekH> productive 
' iorces as soon as possible. This includes absorbing the 
good experiences of other countries. 

This involves the question of how to uphold socialism. 
First, we should undersund what is real and what is fake 
socialism. Only by thoroughly criticizing the fake social- 
ism of the **Gang of Four** can we uphold real socialism. 
Second, socialism has more than one model. As long as 
the general principle is the same, socialism could be 
carried out in a hundred difTerent ways. Before we only 
knew how to copy the Soviet Union. We did it because 
the Soviet Union was the only sodaUst country at the 
time. Later we criticized the Soviet Union but we were 
still thinking in the same way. We thought there was only 
one way to achieve socialism, no alternatives. Only by 
comparing can one distinguish and recognize. Only after 
comparing our methods with those of other countries 
such as Yugoslavia and Romania did we find out that 
there could be difTerent methods. Therefore, to uphold 
socialism, we should have a clear understanding df these 
issues. This also explains that we cannot uphold social- 
ism unless we emancipate our thinking. Upholding 
socialism docs not mean maintaining the status quo and 
copying everything indiscriminately. We should not 
copy the 10 years of the **cultural revolution**; nor 
should we copy the 1 7 years before the **cullural revolu- 
tion.** Of course, certain things tiiould still be done in 
accordance with the methods used during that 17 years, 
but they arc not suftldcni. We must create new methods 
to solve oew problems. Failing to solve these problems 
will make upholding socialism impossible. B^usc of 
this, we tiiould not ^vocate emancipating our thinking 
omler the prerequisite of the four upholds. 1 disagree 
with this view. We should reverse it— only by persisting 
in emancipating thinking can we uphold sodaliim. You 
say we need to uphold socialism, but what kind of 
socialism? There is no fixed model for socialism, then 
what is the method most suited to China*s conditions? 
Wc should let the public discuss these questions. How 
can they discuss anything if their thinking is not cman- 
etpafed? Some erroneous and ptq)ular views of the patu 
art mistaken for the only way to socialism. For tnsiance. 
socialism docs not allow recruits so everybody must he 
assigned under sociatism; otherwise, if workers an: 



fccruiicd. it would not be socialism. What is this non- 
aense? For another instance, (he planned economy, 
which i^also waiting to be studied, may be practiced in 
difteresiC wa^ Only by so doing can wc develop the 
tiieory of so^tsm. How can wc develop the ihcor>' of 
^ooctaiism if we do not emancipate our thinking? Many 
l^ractices cannot be continued. Since Stalin's problems 
mpped iqi, the Soviet Unkm realized that they could 
mot succeed by copying att of Sulin* methods and that 
^/tiiey had to make some changes. Chairman Mao also 
' realized this fact aixf tried to cteaie tome new methods. 
IM i lesult, when Chairman Mao criticized dogmatism 
before the year 1957, he urged us to think before copying 
tile Soviet Union ao that we could kam from their 
|K>sitive experiences and draw lessons from their nega- 
tive ones. The Soviet Unton also changed. They attached 
impmtance to material incentive or materia! reward — 1 
cannot find much diflcrence between the meanings of 
U^se two phrases after consulting with many dictionar- 
ies. The ^vict Union has tnde^ taken this road. In 
1958 we put politics in command. Later wc engaged in 
class struggle, using it to determine everything, as the key 
link, and to promote production. After all these years, if 
we took back and use practice to lest the several theories 
which guided us through these years, wc would find 
out — we need not to be evasive — that the 10 years of 
turmoil has pushed the national economy to the brink of 
collapse. How can you afford not to review this theory? 
How can you refuse to recognize such a practice? 

Many people at home and abroad say that wc have 
turned into **revisionist$** and that our line has changed. 
It is true that our line has changed. It was the ultra-left 
guiding ideology that occupied a dominant position 
during the **cultural revolution.** How can wc afford not 
lo chan^ it? But. changing the line is not the same as 
revisionism. In fact, the **revisionist line** is not an 
appropriate term. Why? Revisionism initially was 
ieferred to the theory of Bernstein and his like. It was a 
theoretical issue. If a theory contradicts the basic tenets 
of Marxism, it is called revisionism. As for the issue of 
line, it is either Left or Right opportunist line; there is no 
revisionist line. The basic tenets of Marxism arc univer- 
sal truth v^ich is a criterion for the whole wide world. 
**Rcvising** such a criterion is the same as opposing 
Marxism and thus titould be objected. Wc cannot say a 
basic tenet was good yesterday but is no good texlay 
because it covers a very long period of time. As for the 
line itself, it should change as situations change. We had 
one tine for the period of dcnKxrratic revolution and 
another for the period of socialist revolution. Wc even 
had difTerent lines for difTerent stages of (he s«K'inlist 
period. Tlicrcforc. the term, the revisionist line, gives 
people an illusion as if there ought to be a permanent line 
that will stay the same forever like **doing evciyihing 
according to existing principles** which was adviK'ated . 
by the **Gang of Four.** You have to do eveiyihing 
according to existing principles and lines; otherwise, you 
are levisionists — this is the exact logic Liang Xiao 1 27.1.1 
24(X)1 used in his article carried by the **( it iMINi i 
RIHAO.** It says: Alter Marx died, lingcls waged a 
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strafglc against f^portunisnt actoniing to existing prin- 
ciples; after Engels dkd. Lenin followed Marx' and 
Bi^b* existing prinetpies; later Stalin followed Lenin's 

- -cutting principks; and Qiainiian Mao too followed 

«ailtii«priiid|dcs.AsafWttlLoor€iOT^ 

L ft« Marx' principles. This n liisoluicly absurd meu- 

^ ^'#hnics. - ‘ 

* ' .46^;^ ' -^Z- '' ^ 'fr i V 

" ^ I «can is that socialisin still needs to be riiapcd and 

^ ghcft b a vast world where much can be accomplished by 
’••rfoeoreiical and other workers in ihb fiekt To do so. " 

X wcjttast emancipate our foinking-Thcrcrore. I say there 
is no acienfinc bans for the argument that Chairman 
^ilao had a compleie set of theories on socialist revolu- 
tion. How can there be a compietc theory of socialism 
before socialist construction is completed? It b cd* course 
possible for theory to precede iipctice, but theory could 
not be completed before practice b completed. Do we 
have a compietc understanding of capiulism? No, we do 
not. After **Das Kapital" we had to study ‘‘imperialism, 
the Highest Sugc of Capiulism." After "Imperialism, 
the Highest Stage of Capiulism" we had to study other 
aspects of capitalism. When will we be able to complete 
our understanding of capiulism? After the death of 
capitalism. Only then can wc study the whole process of 
birth, development, and death and thereby complete our 
un^rstanding of capitalism. Wc cannot even complete 
rmr understanding of capitalism not to mention social- 
bm. Therefore, we must emancipate our thinking to 
develop Marxism. People used to think in the past that 
theoretical issue was only a leader's responsibility, '^is 
idea came from the Soviet Union and Chinese tradition. 
Each dynasty had a sage such as Yao, Shun, Yu, Tang, 
Wen, Wu, Zhougong, Confucius, and Mencius. Only 
their words can be used for criterion or the ‘sO’Callcd 
**Confucian Orthodoxy" and other people's words arc 
worthless. A theory should be dcvclo|>ed by the collective 
including the masses of people and theoretical workers, 
and everybody can make a contribution and help 
develop it. Wc arc all fools, but even a fool can occasion- 
ally hit on a good idea. By adding such ideas together, wc 
would be able to improve our theory. For many yean wc 
were not used to thinking for ourselves; wc used to wail 
for the central govc»‘nmcnt and Chairman Mao to say 
something and then wc would do whatever Chairman 
Mao. sold us to do. Now wc cannot rely on them 
* anymore. Wc need to study many teachings of Chairman 
Mao, but there arc no ready-made answers to many new 
siuestions. This forces us to think for ourselves, thus 
Minging life and hope back to our thcorttical work, 
l^rc still may be great development in Qiina's theoret- 
ic undertaking. 



Marxism and Mao Zedoag Thmqelit Permit laqairics 
mmA Criticisms 



l*d like to address another issue: how to treat Marxism 
and Mao Zedong Thought. When wc bring up the issue 
of the four upholds, wr should not set it against the 
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liberation rd'our thinking because we need to emancipate 
our linking to uphold Marxbm and Mao 2^ong 
Thought; otherwise, wt cannot uphold Marxism and 
Mao Zedoiig Thought. 

1 1hink that after years of practice. Chairman Mao's 1957 
ape^ OB cormrtly handling contradiaions among the 
jpeople has been proved basically correct. Restoring some 
mfthe theses in thb speech whidi have been forgotten 
ond abandoned bexactiy what we need to do now. For 
-^^Mtance, the phtiK that the class struggle has been 
^^aricaUy completed b a hmg'foriotten sentence and wc 
Imve surted to mention it again. There are also some 
problems. During the same soctalist period, ftrst he said 
-ihat the class struggle was basically completed and later 
he said that h should be discussed yearly, monihiy. and 
daily. These two sentences contradict. If one of them is 
the troth, the other would not be. So it is impossible for 
every sentence to be the truth; neither is it possible for us 
to follow every instruction. Sin^ the tenets of a com- 
plete system usually are consistent, the inconsistency of 
ns tenets explains that our understanding of socialist 
construction and revolution has not been completed. 
Chairman Mao uryed us in 1962 to understand the realm 
of necessity— the sociiJist construction of China and wc 
have not been able to accomplish it. When did wc 
complete our understanding of democratic revolution? 
As for as the theoretical system was concerned, wc did 
not set forth the general line for the new democratic 
ftvolution — namely, a revolution led by the proletariat 
and the masses of people to oppose imperialism, feudal- 
bm, and bureaucratic capitalism — until 1948 right 
before the victory of the democratic revolution. Later in 
the article "On the People's Democratic Dictatorship." 
he was still reviewing this experience, but by that tithe 
the theory was complete because the practice of demo- 
ontic rcvrrfution was completed and the theory was 
tested to be correct. Now wc have this problem: 5>omc 
instructions contradia others and wc cannot follow 
every one of them. What do wc do? There is only one 
thing wc can do — wc resolutely follow those instructions 
which have been proved correct in practice in accor- 
dance with the criterion of practice. So. quoting a 
sentence from C'hairman Mao's 1957 speech — the large- 
scale. vkrfcnl mass class struggle has been basically 
completed— at the 3rd Plenary Session of the 1 1th Party 
Central Committee docs not mean that we stick to each 
and every instruction. Instmd, it means that this instruc- 
tion has b«n proved correct after over 20 years of 
practice. Why did wc not quote other words? Wc did not 
quote other words because they have not been test^ in 
practice. These questions not only concern our attitude 
toward our ieadert and political stand but also aincern 
the success and failure and the life and death of stKialism 
in our country. Some people still cannot gel over the 
Nngcring fear. They say, you arc probably riglu now. qut 
what happens if there is another "cultural revolution." I 
say, if there is another "cultural revolution," whether or 
not will be criticisred would not constiliiie an issue 
because the issue would be whether or not the naiu»u and 
the party will survive. 
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That Marxtsm permits criticism was ortfinally an id^ 
advanced by ^airman hfao in hts 1957 Irtport on 
coatradktkms among the pct^. Chairman Mio said: 
Marxism has been considered as a guhling ideology in 
our country, dicn can we criticize it? Of course. Marxism 
would be useless if it were afraid to be criticized. Instead 
. of being afraid of criticism. Marxism invites it in order 
^ ta develop darit^ the siniggie. In Ckti, the petty boar- 
^peoisie. bouiicoisie. and other people are crilictziQg 
^Marxism eveiy day, aren't they? They criticize it every 
^day. Some ircbnr critictsms arid others are not. Can you 
them tap eritsdziiig? No. it k impossible. 

^ V-: 

have to d^tingutsh between opposing soctalisro and 
f j^'opposing Mmism aisd between doubting socialism and 
opting sofMtsrn » action, fn China, socialism is our 
1^ bask qrsMaod the overwhelming majority cd* people 
^ iuppoit it So you cannot oppose it. Nowadays, some 
young peoide arc confused. They doubt socialism and 
^ do not understand what socialism is. They thought the 
iron rice bowl and eating from the same big pot 12 
months a year means socialism. What docs that have 
anything to do with socialism? They do not know and 
we cannot blame them. We should blame ourselves, for 
we did not do a good job. If you oppose socialism in 
action, like instigating a group of people, founding 
some kind of an organization, or calling on the people 
to overthrow socialism, then, sorry, you would be 
violating the criminal law. It is of course allowed to 
have some doubts about socialism. It is also allowed to 
have some doubts about Marxism. Why can't we have 
doubts about it since Chairman Mao said it was Okay 
to criticize it? We should distinguish between party and 
non-party members. If a party member says I don't 
believe in Marxism or Mao Zedong Thought at all, we 
should ask: Why did you join the parly? It is not strange 
for the masses outside the party to have different kinds 
of thinking. We should use a proletarian world outlook 
to educate and reform them, which is a long-term task. 
All non-proletarian thinkings including the anti- 
Marxist thinking wilt exist for a long time to come. We 
should educate or criticize people with such thoughts 
but we cannot prohibit such thoughts, according to 
Chairman Mao. What can we do about the anti-Marxist 
thinking? If our enemies have such thoughts, it will be 
easy— just fmbid their talking. What happens if it is one 
of our people? Wc can only let him talk fini and then 
educate and criticize him by reasoning with and talking 
to him. 

Therefore, lint, we idiould not be afraid of criticism; 
second, we cannot posribly stop them from criticizing: 
and third wc Should ixrmit criticism. Is criticism good or 
bad to Marxism? It is go^. Many people are scared to 
death as if allowing critkism could damage our stand 
and Mao Zedong Thought. I say Chairman Mao himself 
thought differently. He said: Marxism develops during 
the process of a struggle and it stops when people stop 
criticizing. To prevent Marxism from turning into dog- 
■laltsm. an importani measure is to aikm* a hundred 
schools lo contend. 






I can tell you something else. In April 1957, I met 
Chairman Mao and beard him say face to face that 
Marxism, including the basic tenets of Marxism, permits 
criticism. He said it did not sound good to say it is Okay 
to critkize the Jndtvidual theories of Marxism but not 
the basic tenets of Marxism. So. when he wrote his 
speech, he just said in a general term that Marxism can 
iiecritkiz^ 

3ut, we did not Ibiiow hh mstmetkm. Later at a propa- 
\;janda work oouierence, someone said that a hundred 
^ ichools teierred to only two schools--<apitalist and 
" proktarian, dn» oonfusing the issue of allowing a hun- 
. jdred sdwots to aNUend. All thinkings were categorized 
Into either borngeoU or pndetarian. In other wwds, if 
vou were not bouifeois. yw mufi be proletarian. What 
wdonged to the bourgeoisk? Everything that was wrong, 
^ tf the proletarian i^otofy wu so pure that it could not 
liave any mistake at all whereas the bouigeoisie had all 
the mistakes. As a result, every ideology was labeled. 
This practice may be traced further back to “TTic Theory 
of Praetke" where there was a sentence saying that all 
ideologies were stamped with the brand of a class. Of 
course many ideologies were stamped with the brand of 
a class, but does every ideology have a class nature? Later 
during the “Great ^Itural Revcduiion," this sentence 
became the buis for the theory of relationship. 
You were branded with a class as soon as you were bom. 
The brands of ceruin classes were especially deep, such 
as the “son of a bitch" class and the four black categories. 
The several red categories were also branded with a class 
which was bom red. These brands of classes could never 
be erased. Can we categorize all ideolo^es into either 
bourgeois or proleurian? Many ideologies have a class 
nature but many don't What kind of a class nature does 
the thinking of natural science such as Einstein's theory 
of relativity have? What class does social science such as 
Morgan's ancient sociology belong to? Another question 
* is: Are there only two daises? Can landlords be consid- 
ered a class? Can farmers and small producers be con- 
sidered a class? How about the petty bourgeoisie in 
urban areu? How come wc only singled out the bour- 
geoisie? Since only two classes were noticed, someone 
later put forward the slogan of eliminating bourgeois 
ideology and fostering proleurian ideology as if on the 
idcologicti front all we had to fight was only one bour- 
geois ideology. When did wc criticize the inOucncc of 
feudalism and petty production over all these years? 
Never. In fact, we saw that feudal influence was much 
greater and worse than bourgeois influence. What wc did 
was kt slip by the thinkings of the t. Milord class and 
feudalism. As a lesult, feudal thinking nerged during 
the critkism of the bour^isic. For instance, during the 
“Great Cultural Revolutton," women were not allowed 
to wear skirts or braids. I also saw a big-character poster 
opposing men and women swimming u>gelhcr and say- 
ing that women's swimsuits looked ridiculous in the 
pool. I think in the past 20 years wc have failed to raise 
anti-feudalism to a proper kvd on our ideological front. 
The fact that the goveranicnt work report at this people's 
congress mentioned the issue of anli-feudaltsm indicates 
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gfvat profress. As I mentioned before, someone at a 
yiopasanda work conference said that a hundred schools 
icferrcd toonly two schools, which was however changed 
in the "itliy 16 Circular.** Originally we were told that 
various erroiieous thinkings among the people should be 
^^^ritieixed and corrected throu^ perniasioo and reason- 
' ^^ig. aol by coertkm. Problems in the ideologtcal sphere 
Imtinot be solved by holding one or two meeiingr. they 
Should be solved presenting the &cu and remoning 
thhy out Later, the **May 16 Citadaf** critieixed the 
view that everybody is equal before the troth, la other 
words, the bourgeoisie could not enjoy equality and they 
X 4wd to be auppnnsed. It demanded that the proletariat 
^ exercise dicutorshtp over the bourgeoisie in the sphere 
4 ^ . ufsiqmlnictureiiiduding the ideological sphere. Such a 

^ dicutofsliqi made it impossible for a hundred schools to 
i' -contend. Therefore, a hundred schools contending 
became two schools contending, which later became cme 

school singing solo. What was the lut schoerf? Was it 
Marxism? No, it was the school of Lin Btao and the 
**Gang of Four.** 

The movement of combating and preventing revision- 
ism originally was to oppose changing the basic tenets of 
Marxism. Later, it turned into a movement to esublish 
alMolute authority for a leader and ensuring that China 
will never change its political color also became a means 
to esublish a leader*s absolute authority. Every word this 
authority said was absolutely correct and did not need to 
be tested throu^ practice. Whoever criticized or vio- 
lated some of his words before or after he died would be 
likened to Khruschev, accused of opposing Mao Zedong 
Thoufht* tnd considered a bad guy to be punished by the 
whole party and nation. As a result, in the pro^ of 
combating and preventing revisionism, a personality cult 
gained ground. In 1956, we drew lessons from ^viet 
experiences and wrote an article, the Historical 
Experience of Prolcurian Dictatorship,** to mticize Sfa- 
lin*s personality cult, which was the right thing to do. In 
the report to the Eighth National People's Congress on 
the amendment of the Party Constitution, Comrade 
Deng Xiaoping said there was a reflection of a personal- 
ity cult inside our parly. Later, this view was changed. 
On the issue of Suiin, the second criticism of the “Nine 
Criticisms,** which was adapted from the sp^h of a 
certain ••adviser,** never even mentioned the misukes of 
his personality cult. Instead, it uid criticizing personal- 
ity cult was completely wrong for it vioUted Lenin*s 
theories on the masses, class, political parties, and lead- 
ers, Uius paving the way for the development of a 
personality cult and resulting in aerious and disastrous 
consequences. These views all violated the criterion of 
truth. Lenin*s teachings on the masses, class, political 
parlies, and leaders is that the masses are of diflerent 
dasscs, the party represents classes, and leaders repre- 
Knt the party. It is true that leaders represent the party, 
classes, and the masses, but we cannot lay that every- 
thing a leader does must represent the masses, that 
beiievim in leaders meant believing in the masses, and 
that fhc personality cult docs not exist. Leaders can also 
depart from the people; therefore, not every word and 



deed of ieaders absolutely, imdoubtcdly conform to the 
people's interests. Leaders sometimes can make mis- 
ukes. Chairman Mao himself once uid: “No party or 
person can q^id making misukes.** Lin Biao advorated 
that “everything Chairman Mao said is fhc troth.** I*d 
like to ask him: Isn't ihis remark of Chairman Mao also 
ibe troth? Chairman Mao uid no one, iocfudii^ himself 
tgf course, can avoid commiting mistakes. This remark 
mutt dso be the troth if whatever Chairman Mao uid is 
4iie troth as Un Biao advocated. However, if this remark 
is the troth, “whatever he uid is the trath“ would 
become impossible. Due to many years of propaganda, 
this view has been ingrained; therefore, trying to set 
^Bgs right, solving these problemt, and emancipating 
our thinking has become a very arduous usk. This 
requires a ccfUin process. Of emme, we should also 
realize and notice that some people oppose our efforts to 
set things right because they arc on the side of the “Gang 
of Four.** But a large number of masses have no bad 
hitention. They arc against the “Gang of Four,** but 
since they have had too much of this propaganda and 
have not paid much attenlioti to their political study, 
they resent what we are trying to do now. Our RENMIN 
RIB AO has received many leitcn. especially from PLA 
loldien. protesting: Don't atuck prople here and there 
by innuendo and stop doing such things. These comrades 
are good comrades. They do not necesurily think that 
Chairman Mao had made no mistakes. It is just that they 
can not accept this psychologically. Wc need to carry out 
propaganda steadily. Propaganda needs discipline, but 
friiat kind? It is very hard to uy. It is a process. Wc 
cannot uy ceruin things during a certain period; but 
after a while, it will be all right. Maybe we cannot uy this 
today, but we will be able to uy it after a certain period. 
Therefore, we need to advance steadily and help some 
people by working with them to dtangc their thinking, 
but never hurt their feelings. 

Wc should advance steadily not only in propaganda hut 
also in all fields including democratic and reform issues. 
Old bad practices die hard. Wc now have so many 
problems which arc forming not a pile but a mountain. 
So. when wc sort out these problems, wc can only work at 
a steady pace. Wc should not vacillate. Vacillation is no 
g 0 <^. Don't vacillate, advance steadily. This is why we 
cannot discuss certain things now but wc will be able to 
afler a while. Take the issue of sham Icflist and real 
rightist, for example. Some peoi^c uy that this still has 
not been corrected, and 1 agree. When an article on this 
issue was first published. It was mky to talk about an 
iuue which was consider^ a forbidden zone. Chairman 
Mao uid himself that Un Biao was an extreme rightist. 
The only way to indicate sham Icflist, real rightist was by 
placing quotation marks around the word “Icflist.** You 
now uy he was an extreme icflist, so now an unquoted 
Icflist has come to mean sham, and a quoted “kflisi** 
means real. Later afler the situation developed, it was all 
ri^t to Ulk about the extreme kflist line. Therefore, 
things arc developing and ideological libcraiton requires 
a process. lUtminating the forbidden zone also requiix's a 
process. For instance, the Liu Sham]i forbidden /one has 
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10 be diniinited looncr or later and it will involve even 
«orc areas. Many people have dready had loo much of 
Shis. They say: We redress midiandled cases ever^y. 
Why are ihere so many cases to be redressed? A lai^c 
oTlbe masses think the same way. What do you ihik 
:^9om their thinking? In a ceruin sense, their thinking is 
: iHili wider the pernicfoiis tafluence of the tdtialeAist 
^ ^ *^^^5aag of Four.- la another sense, their 
^in^ is lagging behind the situation. The satuation 
developed and the ibetts has been shifted, but the>- 
^ «ay in the past miking about things like mking the 
jWass struggle or this and that as the key link. So based on 
: Ppinl. their thinkina is cmiservaiive. There air 

;*Maal|y two common deftnitioiis for “leftists- and right- 
J?** ^*”*“" M*® Panted out. One definition «: 
gae Inho emphasizes strugtie, cacessive strs^e, is a 
Jefttsi; «ae who lacks the spirit of struggle is a ri^tist. 
Mtdher definitton is: One who does things which should 
be done in the future, going too far, is called a *ieftisi-, 
one who refuses to do things which should have been 
done and stays in the past is called a “righiiii.- Although 
praettn has changed, many people with ossified thinking 
have failed to change their thinking along with the 
change of practice, so in this sense they arc considered as 
conservatives who have fallen behind. 

The Issue af Sodalisi Democracy Should Be Ktsoived 

Many socialist count nes have not yet resolved this issue. 
Failure to resolve this issue has caused many problems 
for the ^viet Union. What about us? We have not 
trsolved it either. We always thought democracy was an 
mue of work style. For many years we advertised: 
Democracy is to let the people speak, refrain from 
bludgeoning and putting labels on people, and heed the 
pinions of the masses. We thought this was what 
cremocracy alt about. It is of course democracy but 
the i^ior meaning of democracy should not be limited 
to this area. This formulation is to urge leaders to heed 
the opinions of the masses, let the people speak, and 
allow them to express their (pinions. Accoiding to this 
formulation which is based on the viewpoint of the 
leaders*, democracy is possible even in a feudal society. 

Due to the deep influence of feudal ideology, our discus- 
sion of democracy has been limited to how leaders 
thmild luiderstajid the people. An upright feudal official 
mid a^KKl emperor could be democratic if they accepted 
mhers* advice. Of coutK wc hope that leaders are like 
this, but the question is what do wc do if they aren't. 
Nothi^ Now we have to correct this misunderstanding. 
First, democracy is the system of a country under which 
ihc people have the right not only to criticize but also to 
supervbc, vote, recall, and etc. I attended the people's 
ronpess and felt that some progress has been made. At 
Ihc comgress, represenutives criticized state leaders by 
Mme and those criticisms were sharp and unprece- 
dented. Many reprcscniatiycs responded lo the issue of 
personal privileges, which is a go^ phenomenon. How- 
ever, all this is just preliminary. The important question 
ts ihc principle of the Paris Commune. Before when we 
discussed the principle and experience of the Paris 
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. Commune, people like Yao Wcnyiian and Chen Boda 
always urotc anicies to blame the failure on the lack of 
sttpprnijon on the enemy. Today when wc discuss the 
gNincipk of the Paris Commune, we concentrate on how 
10 prevent leaden from dunging from the people's 
fjtfblic aervants into the peo|dc*s masten. The Paris 
Commune had two methods: one bgeneral election and 
The other, the tow-wage s^cm. The tow-wsge system, 
amder which leaders are paid the same amount of wage as 
wwiters. Is not feasible today, but at least personal 
privileges diould be diminated. 

^e caanol expect “iqirighi ofTicials- to do all this for us. 
We have lo rdy on ourselves and fight. Whether it is 
ceonofiiic reform, political democracy, or ideological 
liberation, there is always a fight and many things 
demand of us to get up and fight. This is a very 
important experience and lesson. If there were more 
comrades like Zhang Zhixin II72I ISO? 2450] in the 
past, many things would not have been in such a mess. 
Zhang Zhixin was a hero of the socialist period and wc 
such an example. In the old diyi. things were 
simple. Whoever opposed the KueminUng became a 
here, of course, and whoever got shot became a martyr 
who will be remembered by the people. Under the new 
conditions, whoever has differing views becomes a revi- 
Monist who will go down in history as a byword of 
infamy and whoever opposes Mao Zedong Thought 
becomes a disgraced dement of the three evils who 
cannot even gain the understanding of the people. It is 
not very easy to take this kind of mental pressure. None 
of tti u ntenUlly ptepired for such a struggle in the 
soaalist period. In the past, when wc fmight the Kuo- 
minung and Japanese, we could easily tell right from 
wrong and wc felt superior to our enemies if we died and 
became heroes. However, in the socialsit period, since 
the party and letders have high prestige, wc always feel 
like wt arc wrong, wondering if wc lack ideological 
consciousness, if wc arc wrong after all, and if wc will go 
down in histc^ labelled as a byword of infamy and 
humiliation. TTiis indeed poses a mental pressure. .So I 
nid Cmnrade Zhang Zhixin was wonderful. She noticed 
the problems very early. She was also alone because at 
tiu lime everybody else, not knowing the problems, was 
«ill Ulking about the -three bests** and the “red sun.*' 
Comr^e Zhang Zhixin's criticism on Chairman Mao 
lamc from love and respect not vicious attacks. I heard 
that comrades of Uaoning Province decided lo rehabii- 
lUle Comrade Zhang Zhixin after they read Ihc docu- 
trf* the ideological work conference and found that 
ihcrc wcft criticisms on Chairman Mao because Com- 
racte ^ng Zhixin*s criticism was not as serious as those 
at the idcok^ical work conference. She was great bciaiisc 
•he was alone and many good comrades ami pctiplc 
around her did not understand and opposed her. It w,ts 
not easy fw her to persist under such a etreunisiaiuv 
Zhang Zhixin was the vanguard of ideological Itlvratton 

Ideokig^t liberation is lo free us from various kiiuls nl 
Kiecdogics such as idealism, old dt^maitsm. suih’iMi- 
lions, and prejudice that pievent us from undersutitduii: 
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Hk uwUi w tliat we can seek and miderstand the irvth 
lireciy fiid Mepeadcfiily. The purpose of ideolpfical 
Uberaliou b to understai^ the truth and the criterion of 
truth is pructice. As iong as we recofnize this rule, we 
:i^t%would Ml hove to worry about itH^ ffobtein of ovetdoi 
la idcdl(|^ Bbeiution. Today, we 1^^ 
otar’tliiidusi^ 

- - 

x^Soiae oomnKlet asked 

^ ■^ picaM. If democracy is a means, to is dtc*atorship. We 
Jiavc ao reason to belillle the importance of democracy 
)>ecaiise we think it as a means. Is dktatonhip a 
mcamf? Yes, b is also a means. As Marx said, dkutor- 
. ^aiup is a m^tum to ultimately eliminate classes. If we 
^ jCan sfiesi the means of dktato^ip, why can't we stress 
• means of democracy? This is the fim question. The 
- iecond question is that a meant and an end are rdalive 
and can be transformed. For instance, when we were 
opposing the Koomintang. we fought for democracy 
which was our end; after wc won democracy, we used it 
to build socialism and democracy became a means. At 
the present, democracy. I think, is both a means and an 
end bemuse we still to develop socialist democracy 

ao we can use it to arouse the people's enthusiasm for the 
cause of the four modernizations. 



On the Issue uf Chalmum Mae's PhUesophical 
Thiaklttg 

How do we look at Chairman Mao's philosophical think- 
ing? What arc his contributions and shortcomings? I can 
only talk about it briefly because 1 am not prepared and 
don't have any reference materials. I can only uy a few 
things based on my memory. 

While dtscuuing these issues, including C^irman Mao's 
theories on epistemology and contradictions, wc should 
go far back to the philosophical difference between 
Chairman Mao and Sulin. Lenin wrote •'Matcrialiim 
and Empirio-Crilicism" which was the first Marxist 
classic to discuss mainly epistemology. No book was 
devoted to the discussion of epistemology before then. 
However, this book is to resolve the issue of materialism 
and criticize idealism. It also talks about the dialectics of 
cpbiemology. but not much. It mainly answers questions 
iuch as what is primary and what is secondary. Later he 
began to write **Notes on Philosophy" mid learned 
Hegel's science of logic. He finished writing outlines and 
introduced many thinkings. It looked like he was ready 
10 write another book on ^tlosophy. but he did not have 
enough time to do so. In his "Notes on Philosophy." 
Lenin had two Ideas: one is to summarize the gist of 
dialectics into the unity of opposites, thus getting to the 
heart of the issue, which however should be explained 
and expanded on: the other it to apply diak^ics to the 
ll^ry of refkctkm. In addition, he also said that the 
toad lo knowledge is from vivid perception to abstract 
thinking and then from thinking lo iHUCticc. For a tong 
time in the Soviet Unioii, Ideas like this faikd to attract 
Stalin's attcntiofi. £ncc Stalin looked down on Hegel 



nnd dialectics, (dr a kmg lime the Soviet Union allached 
much importance lo •Materialism and Empirio-C'riti- 
ctsm" Jgit did not give due attention to "Notes on 
PhUcMophy." Under Soviet influence. China also 
Mtached tmponance to "Materialism and £mpirio<'rit- 
Icisra" nnd ignored "Notes on Philosophy." "Notes on 
Philosophy" is only notes not a book but it contains the 
emb^ of many valuable ideas. However, Chairman 
Mao inherited nnd developed these ideas first by 
^panding on Lenin's remark on the unity of the opp^ 
nhn into an article, cnlilkd 'The Theory of Contradic- 
ffions" nnd, second, by expnnding Lenin's idea on the 

process ofcogniitoo into an article, entitled "The Theory 

«r Practice.’' Chairman Mao's articles were written in 
If 37, and 'The Sdon History of the Cennmunist Party 
nrthe S^iet Union" was published in !93t. SUalin wrote 
one of the chapters, entitled "Dialectical and Historical 
Materialism" which exerted great influence and played a 
great part. This article expounds on the general guide- 
lines of the tenett of Marxist philosophy in simple and 
dkar language and carries a certain amount jof u^tght. 
However, it also has several mistakes which I will not 
discuss at length today. One of the misukes is. as 
everybody knows, that when he discussed the four char- 
acteristics of dialectics, he only mentioned that the 
struggle of opposites in contradictions pushes things to 
move forward. Lenin's original remarks were two sen- 
tences: one was "development is the identity of opptv 
sites" and the other was ••development is the struggle of 
opposites." Stalin used only the second sentence ami 
dropped the first cme. Another thing about his article is 
that it did not give enough coverage lo the issue of 
epistemology. As if epistemology it merely an issue of 
the kttowability and unknowabilily of the world, he said 
that the materialism thinks the world is knowablc and 
idealism thinks the worid is unknowable. And that is all 
he said about the issue of epistemology. Earlier in 1937, 
Chairman Mao already elaborated on this issue; so it is 
in these areas that Chairman Mao inherited and devel- 
Lenin's thinking and these arc also CTiairman 
Mao's conlribuiions. 

Lenin's miginal remarks on the process from vivid percep- 
tion to abstract thinking and then from abstract thinking to 
practice later aroused some questions. For example, how 
many stages are there in the process of cognition? (>nc 
group says there arc two: one is perceptual and the other, 
ratioiial. They say according lo "The Theory of Practice." 
knowledge is perceptual in the lower stage and rational in 
higher so there are two stages. Another group 
nys there art three stages, contending that rational knowl- 
is not the end cd‘ the proccu and that there should be 
another slagt for the testing of piactice, which is also what 
Chairman Mao said. Rational knowledge, which is only 
the half point in the process id* cognition, needs to go l^ack 
to the stage of practice. This is the continuous dcvc!o|»* 
meat cd* knowledge. 

is our answer lo this question? Cihairinan Mao 
dcbomlcd on this issue tn his work •*WIuti* I>€K*s Man\ 
C'orrect Thinking Come I*nim" where lie said that one 
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lUgfi h from practice to knowicdfc and anciiber stage is 
from iwowkdge to practice. la this sense, the process of 
cognitton has ti«o stagcs-one from the bcgtnaing of 
IKactice to knowledge and the other, the roturo of 
practice. This is the deveiopmem of 
Idea because according lo Leam she process 
I- perception, abstract thtakiag. and prac- 

* order, thb puts peactkc M the end of 

cogaition, practice only plays tl« of 
fact, practice a the foundation of the whole 
-.^afcogaitioa; it is not only the beginaii^ but also 
process, ThU shows the shortcoming of 
eaia*h fMmalatKNi. In addition, aiace the process 
perception, this theory is aocepiabie to 
Mm, Imiin said that proceeding thms perception, 
e may take tte road of subjectivism leading to ideal- 
dp awtenalism. Therefore, we shoiM say that the 
practice and that there are two 
stages between practice and knowledge: one is pcrccpitia] 
ood other, rational knowled^. This is my view. 
Knowledge should of course return to practice to be 
tested, but there are only two forms of knowledge: 
perceptual and rational. Arc there any other forms? I say 
i». How can knowledge return to praaice to be tested? It 
IS simple. First we gain perceptual knowledge in practice 
and then elevate it to rational knowled^. Practice itself 
4^ nm equal knowledge. For insUnce. the lO-ycar 
••Great Cultural Revolution** was a test for our basic line. 
or the theory of continuous revolution, and the theory of 
sharpening the class struggle. This lO-year peHod was 
med to test this theory. How? Ukc I said before, first we 
discovered thrtMgh perceptual knowledge many wronged 
casn. economic pn^lems, and lower living standards 
and then wc elevated and combined many dinerent 
kinds of perceptual knowledge, turned them into rational 
knowledge, and then concluded that the theory of sharp- 
ening the class struggle is wrong. When wc review our 
cx^nences. wc also use practice as the criterion for 
judgement which is formulated on the basis of percep- 
tual and rational knowledge; therefore, as far as the form 
m knonnedge is concerned, there arc only two stages. In 
wm. we should affirm Chairman Mao*s philosophical 
development and achievements. It is not right to ignore 
The Throry of Practice** and stress only ‘•Materialism 
and Empirio-Criticism.*' 



Then, is Chairman Mao's philosophical thinking per- 
fr^Ofoouise not. For instance. I think The Thcor> of 
#ractice*^ has insufficicni areas or shortcomings. 
Here I wilt discuss only one question: what is perceptual 
and rational knowledge? According to **Thc Theory of 
^cuce.*- perceptual knowledge leficcts the appcanince 
®f thii^ and is a stage of sense perceptions and impres- 
Hons; after this stage repeats for several times, a sudden 
rtange wiB take place and form conception, judgement, 
mfcience. or rational knowledge, which lenccts the 
j«sencc Atngs. So perceptual knowledge is dificrent 
mm iiltona] kirowfedgc. One dincrence is t^t ratiotial 
K and judgemem while pmep- 

tual knowledge is Imprenkm and sense perception. 
Another difference is that perceptual knowledge reflecis 



gpcarance while mtional knowledge reficcis essence. 
This formulation is questionable. IXies it mean that 
Ihcrc »j|D concept or jadgcmeni in the stage of percep- 
tual knowledge? Let me give you an examine. I say this 
cup is white. Is this pcarpiual or rational knowledge? Ily 
nying that this cup is while. I reflected the appearance. 
. Butdkln*! I ftilecf any concept or judgement? The cup is 
o concept mf so is the color white. That the cop is while 
fs t jndgemeni but this judgement docs not reflect the 
of ^ cup. So I think there is conception and 
judtement in the stage of perceptual knowledge and wc 
automatkaily imderstand the essence of things as 
aoon as we tain concepts. Let's look at one of Chairman 
*lao*i own examine: The first twri of the Chinese 
people's struggle against imperialism was the ^e of 
perceptual knowledge and so was the long-term sponta- 
tjeous ttruggle of the working class against capiulism. 
TVcie there any concept or judgement during that stage? 
Of course tl^re were, but those concepts and judgements 
only tefleaed the appearance id* things. Wc often use 
concepts and judgements in our daily life, but many of 
such concepts and judgements reflect only the appear- 
ance not the essence of things. So wc cannot say that the 
formation of a concept automatically leads lo the essence 
of things. Not necessarily. The difference between a 
concept and a sense perception is that the former masters 
the common characteristics and appearances of things 
md summarizes the common characteristics of things. 
Of course, essence can be reflected only by concepts, but 
this does not mean that all concepts reflect the essence of 
thin gs. We ik>w l«ve nuny concepts. For instance, the 
cracept of capitalism exiu^ before Marxism, but then it 
did not reflect the essence of capitalism. The concept of 
the noun commodity existed king time ago. but it took 
economists several thousand years to study, from classi- 
cal ccrmomics to Marx, befene they finally understood 
Jhc essence of commodity. Therefore, after a concept is 
formed, wc usually have lo go through a fairly lung 
deveiopmem suge before wc can master the essence of 
things. For another instance, since the I940’s. there have 
been people reporting that they saw flying objects which 
did not look like airplanes or anything else. More and 
more people saw them but nobody knew what they were. 
So after failing to find their name after much research. 

them ••flying saucers** which foreigners called 
UFO— namely unidentified flying objects. Is this a 
cwccpl? -Flying iaucers**--unidentiricd flying 
^ms-^s a concept. Rut what exactly is this unideati- 
iicd flying object or *71ying saucerT* Is it sent by the 
pw^lc of another planet or an illusion? We d<in*i know. 
W need to conduct research and pndonged simlics iiml 
colto data before wc can finally judge what exaettv is a 
^ying uucer** and understand its rsvcniT. l-or sttli 
anoiliCT f nuance, when did we learn the cssemv of men? 
Mara did. He said men's e»ence is the combination of 
^al relations, so he grasped the essence of men. Hut. 
oidtn the concept of mro exist before then? .\risiotte 
said men are raitona! animals and others said men are 
...there were many concepts. Franklin said men are 
tool-making animals, which was affirmed by Mars. 
Therefore, the process of learning the essence of things is 
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kpaesdoa of Crisis la 1 



iPhUasephy 



Fadan Uni%mity*s nrsMerm graduate students special- 
iciag in philolpphy discussed Mmist philosophy in a 
recent semtnaA Most of them anreed that in the devel- 
opment of theoiies in China, a^o^ied crisis actually 
eakts in Marxist milosophy. M to the cause of this crisis 
and the way to outcome iu however, the participants 
had many dif!erent\roinioin. 

I. Some were of the oi^ion that the so^allcd crisis in 
Marxist philosophy o^e present age is caused by the 
current pubiicatioR of textbooks on this subject. The 
system of Marxist Milosimhy according to these text- 
books is mostly baM on the old ISth-century material- 
tsm. The same tianitional n^ry of knowledge is still 
used to explain sme basic calcgories of Marxist philos- 
ophy. and the system used is biKd on a Soviet model of 
the 1930's. Iwrefore. the useW these textbooks in 
cducatton oteinicts further explorlitions in Marxist phi- 
losophy. an^causes a stagnation iKthe study of Marx- 
km. The otily way to overcome this crisit is to get 
^^Eomphnd/oot of the enunglemcni mh old material- 
?fom. an ^to search feu* a new startin^Mm. In other 
^mords, ^ must study Marxism afresh in Mer to under- 
stand Marx and hk philosophy. \ 

3. The so<a!Ied crisk in Marxist philoso^ of the 
pic^t age can also be attributed to this causr. Marxism 
^pfl/longer enjoys its supreme position as a system td* 

' knucs and faith In praple*s minds. To overconlt this 
varan, we shouM oombtac oor natioiial cuhurai tradl|^ 
iWilh the latest mMo|^ tiend cd'Westem pbilosomy 
/ and set up a new system of values and foifk that u 
' needed by Chinese people in order to cKminatc the sensa 
of an impending crisis. \ 



After the bcginnir^oftlie reform and the adoption ^ 
«l^>pcn p^lcy in China, people are more concerned wUh 
gh^conomic activities which have a direct bearinj^n 
^^aoew development, M luve the feeling tl»t phifosophy 
^ lombstTKt and fm ftmoved from the fMties ofoaily 
t JMe. TluA k mhy phUoaophy has been negfoctM. To 
^ p u cr coi te tNs skoation, we Mold Ifoeiile phiUbphy 
Jhom thqraofSnes of iu hbttiact form and take tK road 
^phikmhkai wlientioii (sudi as applicatM of the 
: ifiillotodhnof manageasent, philosophy of tcdUnology. 
mud to fora}, so that philMophjr will be mode ctosdy 
^Mated mth&realities ofsodal life. Philosophy wih then 
able to Us proper place in the pfeaenyaociety. 

4. The totalled erkis k Marxist k essentMiy a type of 
political crisis, oc a conflict b etwee n the realties of social 
oonditkms and tlk old ideology. We must •vcrcome this 
political crisis before we can remove the ipse of crisis in 
philosophy from Aople's minds. / 



More Security for Pmltica! TbeonsU Urged 
^S0S42 Shanghai Ji^ANG lUMO in Chinese 
MJunSBpb \ / 

(Ankle by Deng Wetzhi »772 pli\ lt07]: ~Raise the 
Cdeflkient of Political StfmvJXoe Themists**] 



(Text] If we say that our thi 
vivid enough, tme of the in 
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Ttical work is not rich or 

fe ant causes may be the 
ty for the theorists. 



The position of theorisu in ChiiW, as shown in a social 
cross-section, k not by means low* Some theorists did 
occupy eminent poritiont at ceruin times. Venically and 
individually, however, Ahey had tikir ups and downs. 
Their positions were wen more prmrious when “class 
struggle is uken as m key link.** pK situation, though 
much improved iniecent years, is nitl by no means 
tranquil. Normal ndemte debates may suddenly be 
diarged as indteations of political dissi«ncc and a good 
book just published may become the pMmary urgei of 
scrutiny. Because of the changes in the pmitkal climate, 
suspension of jiubitcation and sales, desf^etkm of the 
priming plattf replacement of pages mnd^ forth arc 
common sigms. In a certain year, for exmnmc, a theorist 
was inviiedio deliver a lecture. The script wk examined 
in advmnqf, the delivery of the lecture was warmly 
applaud^ and. people «Hdialty shook hands with the 
lecturerJla a news r^rl on this event, hoover, this 
tbeorisr was accused of “opposing the CPCV'entral 
Comimitee.** Again, when a certain theorist m ^nghai 
JoiiiM the “mass critkism** according to a untfin plan, 
a tiwoid with powerful backing accuM him of coVmit- 
tiu the same mistakes which he himself criticircA The 
theorist and some others did not know whether uhey 
Should laugh or cry. \ 



